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IN HONOR OF LUIS FERRE ON THE 

10TH ANNIVERSARY OF HIS 
PASSING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, Mon-
day marked the 10th anniversary of the 
passing of Luis Ferre. I rise this morn-
ing to pay tribute to this giant of a 
man whom The New York Times called 
the ‘‘dominant force in the politics, 
economy and culture of Puerto Rico’’ 
for much of the 20th century. 

In a real sense, Don Luis personified 
his beloved Puerto Rico, embodying 
both its progress and its struggles. He 
was born in Ponce in 1904, a few years 
after Puerto Rico became a U.S. terri-
tory; was a teenager when island resi-
dents were granted American citizen-
ship in 1917; served as a delegate to the 
convention that drafted Puerto Rico’s 
local constitution in the early 1950s; 
was elected as the island’s governor in 
1968; served as a member of the Puerto 
Rico Senate, including as its president, 
in the late 1970s and early 1980s; and re-
mained engaged in public life as a re-
vered elder statesman well beyond his 
formal retirement from politics. 

Don Luis lived to age 99, but it was 
the fullness of his life, not its length, 
that is so remarkable. Trained as an 
engineer at MIT and as a classical pi-
anist at the New England Conservatory 
of Music, Ferre was a true renaissance 
man. He loved ideas, intellectual de-
bate and culture, founding the re-
nowned Ponce Museum of Art; but he 
was also at home in the practical world 
of business, taking a small company 
and transforming it into one of Puerto 
Rico’s most successful conglomerates. 
He published a newspaper, now called 
El Nuevo Dia, which is run by his 
grandchildren, and has the largest cir-
culation of any periodical on the is-
land. Don Luis was also a committed 
philanthropist, who took to heart the 
biblical axiom: to whom much is given, 
much is expected. 

In 1991, Ferre was awarded the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom, the Nation’s 
highest civilian honor, by President 
George H.W. Bush, who called Ferre ‘‘a 
public servant of the first order’’ and 
an ‘‘extraordinary leader in the life of 
Puerto Rico.’’ 

On a personal level, Ferre refuted the 
notion that great men are seldom good 
men. Like any effective leader, he was 
tough when he needed to be, but he was 
also kind, warm and generous, inspir-
ing affection and loyalty as well as re-
spect. Don Luis was a gentleman 
through and through. He was ‘‘old 
school’’ in the best sense of the term. 

Few, if any, Puerto Ricans have ac-
complished as much in their lives as 
Don Luis or have left behind such a 
lasting legacy. A proud Republican and 
founder of the local New Progressive 
Party, Ferre did not live to see his goal 
of statehood for Puerto Rico realized, 
but he encouraged and mentored a new 
generation of leaders who understand 

that Puerto Rico’s ‘‘colonial status,’’ 
as Don Luis called it, deprives island 
residents of political and civil rights, 
hinders their economic progress and 
harms their quality of life. As I and 
other pro-statehood advocates work to 
perfect Puerto Rico’s union with the 
U.S., we are guided by Don Luis’ exam-
ple and draw strength from his mem-
ory. 

Ferre once described himself as revo-
lutionary in his ideas, liberal in his ob-
jectives, and conservative in his meth-
ods. Thanks to Don Luis and others, 
statehood is no longer a revolutionary 
idea. It has become the predominant 
force in Puerto Rico politics while sup-
port for the status quo continues to de-
cline and support for separate nation-
hood remains slight. 

Last November, a clear majority of 
voters in Puerto Rico rejected terri-
tory status, and more voters expressed 
a preference for statehood than for any 
other status option. I wish Don Luis 
had been alive to witness this historic 
event. When Puerto Rico does become a 
state, as I know it will, we will look 
back upon Luis Ferre’s life and say 
that this man, as much as any other 
man, was responsible for this crowning 
achievement. 

f 

ACCELERATING THE END OF 
BREAST CANCER ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, October 
is National Breast Cancer Awareness 
Month. 

It is estimated that almost 40,000 
women in the United States will die of 
breast cancer this year. Those are 
mothers, sisters, grandmothers, wives, 
daughters. We will miss them, and it 
shouldn’t be. Thousands of men will be 
diagnosed with breast cancer as well. 

Breast cancer is the second leading 
cause of cancer deaths among women 
in the United States. Globally, breast 
cancer accounts for one-quarter of all 
cancers suffered by women. Every fam-
ily probably in this Chamber today and 
across America has been touched in its 
life by somebody who has had breast 
cancer, and I am certainly no excep-
tion. My mother-in-law, Ruth Eskew 
Capito, died tragically at age 51—diag-
nosed with breast cancer. I never knew 
her as a mother-in-law, and my chil-
dren never got to enjoy the pleasures of 
having her as their grandmother. The 
emptiness and the hurt never go away. 

With the efforts of many dedicated to 
fighting breast cancer, we are making 
some progress—but limited progress— 
in stopping premature deaths caused 
by this terrible disease. In 1991, an av-
erage of 119 women in the United 
States died of breast cancer each day. 
Today, more than 20 years later, an av-
erage of 108 women will die of the dis-
ease each day. So between the years of 
2000 and 2009, the cancer mortality rate 
for women has declined by 1.9 percent 
annually. 

We must accelerate the progress we 
are making in finding new lifesaving 
treatments for breast cancer. That is 
why I, along with a bipartisan group of 
cosponsors, introduced H.R. 1830, the 
Accelerating the End of Breast Cancer 
Act. The Accelerating the End of 
Breast Cancer Act sets a national goal 
of ending deaths from the disease by 
2020. This bill would establish a com-
mission that would direct Federal and 
private sector resources towards the 
promising treatments aimed at stop-
ping metastasis, or the spread of breast 
cancer, to other parts of the body. 

The legislation is not designed to 
spend more taxpayers’ dollars. In fact, 
the bill does not authorize any new 
Federal spending. Instead, it is de-
signed to direct our existing research 
dollars in the most efficient way pos-
sible. The Accelerating the End of 
Breast Cancer Act will not duplicate 
the efforts of existing government 
agencies and programs. It will, instead, 
provide a vital check and balance and 
will help ensure our limited research 
dollars are funding the most promising 
science in the area of breast cancer re-
search. In working in this way and in 
building on the decades of Federal in-
vestment and achievement in breast 
cancer research, we can move forward 
to end breast cancer and learn how to 
prevent the disease within the next 
decade. 

So far, there are 172 House Members 
from both parties and all ideologies 
who have cosponsored this legislation. 
I invite my colleagues today, in this 
month of October—National Breast 
Cancer Awareness Month—who have 
not yet cosponsored, to join us in a co-
sponsorship. I look forward to working 
with Members on both sides of the aisle 
to spur the development of new life-
saving treatments for those with 
breast cancer. The hope to end breast 
cancer can become a reality. Let’s join 
together to make that happen. 

f 

WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND 
DEVELOPMENT ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HONDA) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
voice my concerns about provisions in 
the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act that put communities, 
taxpayers and the environment at risk 
by undermining the National Environ-
mental Policy Act. 

NEPA reviews have been useful for 
identifying potentially costly problems 
with water projects, allowing changes 
to save taxpayer dollars and avoid 
delays. This bill contains so-called 
‘‘streamlining’’ provisions based on the 
flawed notion that NEPA is causing 
project delays; but studies have shown 
that other factors, like insufficient 
funding for the Corps, are the cause of 
delays. The bill limits public participa-
tion in the decision-making process, 
which will deny the Corps the benefit 
of public and expert input. 
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